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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 4-8,21 -26,29,33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bonk (US 4,101,026) in view of Ulmann et al (US 6,257,410) and 
Warren (US 2,776,051). 

In regard to claims 4,5,21,24,29 and 34, Bonk discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed including a manufactured container 37, having four sides, a 
bottom, asymmetric by protrusion 23,52,53 and 57 and lip 53, notch 35, and a roll of 
moistened wipes 5 that may be coreless (see 1-7 and C4, L47-52). What Bonk does 
not disclose is the placement instructions. However, Ulmann teaches that it old and 
well known to place instructions or other types of indicia 24, on the ends of a roll 12 of 
moistened wipes for the purpose of instructing the user of the product (see fig. 2 and 
C5, L53-64). Furthermore, Warren teaches that it is old and well known in the art of 
dispensing to provide an article to be dispensed with an article to be dispensed with an 
asymmetric raised area 28 that fits into slot 15 of dispenser 10 for the purpose of 
increasing ease of use (see Figs. 1 and 3). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art to have modified the invention of Bonk by providing 
indicia in the form of instructions on a container as taught by Ulmann and by providing 
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the asymmetrical dispenser as taught by Warren for the purpose of increasing ease of 
use. 

In regard to claim 6 ( Bonk discloses the invention as claimed including protrusion 
23 keyed to fit into holder/dispenser 22 (see fig.6). 

In regard to claims 7 and 8, Bonk discloses the invention substantially as claimed 
except for the specific packaging. However, the examiner takes Official Notice that it is 
old and well known in the art of packaging to provide a plurality of object in a single 
package or container for the purpose of increasing manufacturing efficiency. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
invention of Bonk by incorporating multiple containers in a single package for the 
purpose of increasing manufacturing efficiency. 

In regard to claims 22,23,25,26 and 33, Bonk discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed except for the optimum value for the diameter of the roll of wet 
wipes. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to provide a roll of wet wipes having an optimum diameter, since it 
has been held that discovering an optimum value of a result effective value involves 
only routine skill in the art. In re Boesch. 617 F.2d 272, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980). 
3. Claims 28,30 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bonk (US 4,101,026) in view of Ulmann et al, Warren (US 2,776,051) and Sedlock 
(Des. 386,922). 

Bonk discloses the invention substantially as claimed including a manufactured 
container 37, having four sides, a bottom, asymmetric by protrusion 23,52,53 and 57 
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and lip 53, notch 35, and a roll of moistened wipes 5 that may be coreless (see 1-7 and 
C4, L47-52). What Bonk does not disclose is the placement instructions. However, 
Ulmann teaches that it old and well known to place instructions or other types of indicia 
24, on the ends of a roll 12 of moistened wipes for the purpose of instructing the user of 
the product (see fig. 2 and C5, L53-64). Furthermore, Warren teaches that it is old and 
well known in the art of dispensing to provide an article to be dispensed with an article 
to be dispensed with an asymmetric raised area 28 that fits into slot 1 5 of dispenser 10 
for the purpose of increasing ease of use (see Figs. 1 and 3). Still furthermore, Sedlock 
teaches that it is old and well known in the art to provide a towel dispenser with a cover 
for the purpose of protecting the contents contained therein (see Figs.1-7). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
invention of Bonk by providing indicia in the form of instructions on a container as taught 
by Ulmann and by providing the asymmetrical dispenser as taught by Warren as well as 
the cover as taught by Sedlock for the purpose of increasing ease of use and protecting 
the contents. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 2/1 3/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant first argues that none of the references used for the rejections teach or 
suggest providing instructions for the placement of a container in a wet wipes dispenser. 
The examiner disagrees with this argument. Ulmann discloses on Column 5, Lines 53- 
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59, that indicia that provides instruction for use may be used on the rolls. The examiner 
would like to point out that the claims provide no structure as to where the indicia should 
be added or applied, and in the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim the 
examiner asserts that instruction for use may encompass instructions for the placement 
of the container in a wet wipes container. Applicant further argues that the teaching of 
Warren does not teach the use of instructions on the packaging. While the examiner 
does agree with this argument, the examiner maintains that the teaching of Warren was 
not used for this purpose. Furthermore, the examiner asserts that a rejection based 
under §103 does not require that every teaching teach every element of the claim, but 
rather that the all the references as a whole teach every element of the claim. 

Applicant further argues that neither Bonk nor Warren teach or disclose the use 
of an asymmetrical container. The examiner disagrees with this argument. The 
examiner asserts that in the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim, the 
container of Bonk is asymmetric (i.e. one side is different than the other) by the addition 
of tab 20 on the front side, which differentiates it form the backside of the container that 
contains hinge 14. Furthermore, the warren teaching is provided to show the applicant 
that an asymmetric container is well known in the art of packaging to provide a "keyed" 
fit that would allow an object to be inserted in only one manner. Since applicant has not 
claimed any structure in the claims that further defines the asymmetry of the container, 
the examiner believes that a case of obviousness has been established. 

Applicant further traverses the examiner's uses of Official Notice regarding the 
use of a cover for a dispenser. In response to this, the examiner has provided the 
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reference of Sedlock to show applicant that it is old and well known in the art of towel 
dispenser's to provide a cover to protect the contents and allow ease of removal. 
Therefore, for the reasons indicated above, the rejection is deemed proper 

Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul Durand whose telephone number is 703-305-4962. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 0730-1800, Monday - Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rinaldi I Rada can be reached on 703-308-2187. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR.system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Paul Durand 
May 13, 2004 




SCOTT A. SMITH 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



